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some Republicans will stoop to prevent
American citizens from exercising
their right to vote and how far they
will go to undermine faith in our de-
mocracy, even to the point of
disenfranchising military voters—peo-
ple who may be overseas defending our
freedom, risking their lives, who want
to vote—and if their ballots don’t come
in at exactly the right moment, they
shouldn’t be counted—disgraceful.

The tendency is to treat the Presi-
dent’s words as an extension of our
modern, partisan politics. Well, we
have too much partisan politics, but
the truth is that the President’s bla-
tant disregard for basic norms, con-
stitutional constraints, and truth is
unique to him. No President has come
close to going as far to destroy demo-
cratic norms. He is doing severe and
possibly irreparable damage to our de-
mocracy all to suit his goal and often,
it seems, just his ego.

Democrats condemn this behavior,
but where are our Republican friends?
They should know better. They do
know better. I hear the private chatter.
The silence of the Republican majority
as the President takes an ax to demo-
cratic norms will go down as one of the
least bright moments in the history of
the Republican Party. It will go down
as one of the bad marks in the history
of the Senate, and we don’t hear a
peep. Are our Republican colleagues
afraid? Are they just being mercenary?
After this last election, I wouldn’t
think that would be the case. Trump
didn’t lead them to overwhelming vic-
tory. When are we going to hear from
them?

This is not an issue of partisanship.
When a President, Democrat or Repub-
lican, does so much to destroy demo-
cratic norms and does so much to just
make up things—Ilike that people went
into a car and put on a different hat to
vote—where are our colleagues decry-
ing this, at least saying that the Presi-
dent shouldn’t do it? They are embrac-
ing a President whom they know has
done so many bad things. I am not
talking ideologically. I am talking
about honor and respect for democracy.
It is something they should not be
proud of.

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
now, on the Russia investigation itself.
There is this idea out there on the Re-
publican side that the President
doesn’t intend to interfere with the
Russia investigation. Republicans, in-
cluding my friend the Republican lead-
er, say President Trump has not
threatened the special counsel inves-
tigation, and so there is no need to pro-
tect it. That is a laugh. He threatens
the investigation almost every day. He
did this morning in his tweets. To say
that the President hasn’t threatened
the special counsel is not only logi-
cally dubious, but it is just dead wrong
and untrue.

A few weeks ago, President Trump
said the investigation ‘‘should end.”
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This morning, again, President Trump
made clear that he does not want the
Mueller investigation to reach a fair
and impartial conclusion. Last week,
President Trump went around the tra-
ditional line of succession in the Jus-
tice Department—what many believe
to be a violation of the Constitution—
to install an Acting Attorney General
whose only qualification for the job
seems to be that he has publicly criti-
cized the Russia probe.

My friends—particularly my friends,
again, on the Republican side—the
writing is on the wall. Let’s avoid this
constitutional crisis. Let’s at least
stand up for the rule of law. We should
pass legislation now, in the lameduck,
to protect the special counsel’s inves-
tigation from the President and from
his woefully unqualified henchman, Mr.
Whitaker.

Senators FLAKE and COONS tried yes-
terday—bipartisan—but the Republican
leader objected. They are going to keep
trying, as they should, and Democrats
will try to add this proposal to the
must-pass spending bill because we be-
lieve it is so important for our democ-
racy. There is too much at stake to sit
around and wait until the President
crosses the line, creating the constitu-
tional crisis we all abhor.

But waiting until that happens would
be too late. We need to act on legisla-
tion to protect the special counsel, to
protect the rule of law, and to protect
democracy, accountability, and the
fundamental checks and balances that
is the hallmark of our great Nation.

————
CHISHOLM RESOLUTION

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, last Tues-
day’s election was historic for not only
the number of ballots cast by Ameri-
cans in the midterms but also for
whom those ballots were cast. Ameri-
cans sent to our Nation’s Capital the
most diverse Congress in the history of
the country. In several States, the first
Native American women, the first Afri-
can-American women, and the first
Muslim women were elected in the his-
tory of those States. Finally, the men
and women walking the corridors of
power are beginning to look more like
the Nation they represent, at least on
our side of the aisle, I am proud to say.
We are not there yet, but we are a lot
closer.

In light of this progress, it is perhaps
fitting that exactly half a century ago,
a fellow Brooklynite, Shirley Chisolm,
became the first African-American
woman elected to Congress and eventu-
ally the first African-American woman
to run for a major party’s nomination
for President, breaking that glass ceil-
ing and paving the way for so many
others to follow. Whether they know
Shirley Chisolm or not, so many who
are elected on the other side in the
House of Representatives owe a lot to
her, as do all Americans.

So I have introduced a resolution in
the Senate, along with my friends in
the House—Representative YVETTE
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CLARKE, my Congresswoman whom I
was proud to vote for in November, and
BARBARA LEE of California—to honor
Shirley Chisolm’s achievements and
her legacy of public service.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

Mr. KYLE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY
COMMISSION REPORT

Mr. KYLE. Madam President, yester-
day the National Defense Strategy
Commission released its report after
about a year of study for the defense
needs of the United States and our fu-
ture requirements for defense strategy
and funding of that strategy. I had the
honor of serving on that commission
during the time that preceded my cur-
rent presence in the U.S. Senate.

The Commission was appointed by
the chairmen and ranking members of
the House and Senate Armed Services
Committee. There were six appointed
from each of the two bodies, so a total
of 12, and it was a division equally be-
tween Republicans and Democrats. I
was privileged to have been appointed
by my predecessor, Senator John
McCain.

The commission is chaired by Ambas-
sador Eric Edelman and Admiral Gary
Roughead, Retired, and it included de-
fense experts who had served in Con-
gress, who had served in the intel-
ligence community, the diplomatic
community, and the military. There
was one former political person—my-
self. As I said, we were tasked with the
job of studying our National Defense
Strategy and providing recommenda-
tions to the Secretary of Defense and
to the Congress about our future
courses of action.

The Commission worked very hard to
review all of the pertinent information
related to the formation of the Trump
administration National Defense Strat-
egy, which had been issued earlier in
the year. This effort included exam-
ining the assumptions, the missions,
the force posture, the structure, as well
as strategic and military risks associ-
ated with the execution of that Na-
tional Defense Strategy.

The Commission particularly focused
on threats to the United States and the
size and shape of the force required to
deter and, if necessary, defeat these
threats. It focused on the readiness of
our force, the posture and capabilities
of the force, and the allocation of re-
sources. It also examined the strategic
and military risks that informed the
development of both the National De-
fense Strategy and the National Secu-
rity Strategy.

This Commission has demonstrated
that, even in Washington, DC, it is pos-
sible to get a genuinely bipartisan con-
sensus on something—in this case, our



		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-04-12T11:07:57-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




